Attachment H

Proposal # 2001- C Z I 5 {Office Use Only)

PSP Cover Sheet (arach to the front of each proposal) o _
Proposal Title: Understanding Natural Processes Through Active Riparian Restoration
Applicant Name: speemvrenta River Bartnars

Contact Name: _ John Carlen

Mailing Address: 261 E. 3rd Street, Chico, CA 95928

Telephone: (530) 894-3474
Fax: {530) 894-2970
Email: sacriver@e—zone.net

Amount of funding requested: $ 1,810,690

Some entities charge different costs dependent on the source of the funds. Ifit is different for state or federal
funds list below. ‘

State cost

Federal cost

Cost share partners? x_Yes ___ No o
Ideatify parters and amount contributed by each_Sacravento River National Wildlife Refuge ($25,000),

local conservation groups ($15,360), .

indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box).

Naturai Flow Regimes a Beyond the Riparian Corridor

Nonnative Invasive Species o Local Watershed Stewardship

Channe! Bynamics/Sediment Transport Environmental Education

Flood Management Special Status Species Surveys and Studies
Shallow Water Tidall Marsh Habitat Fishery Monitoring, Assessment and Research
Contaminants Fish Screens

OO0 0D
Dooo

What county or counties is the project located in? _ Butte Comty, Califomia

What CALFED ecozone is the project located in? See attached list and indicate number. Be as specific as
possible _ Feozane 3.3 '

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):
8 State agency

o Federal agency
9 Public/Non-profit joint venture 8 Non-profit
0 Local government/district m Tribes
0 University = Private party
8  Other:




Indieate the primary speeies which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):
San Joaquin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon

Wister-run chincok salmon Spring-run chinook salmon
Late-fall un chinaok salmon Fall-run chinook salmon
Delta smelr Longfin smelt

Splittail Steelhead wout

Green sturgeon Striped bass

Whirte Sturgeon All chinook species
Waterfow! and Shorebirds All anadromous salmonids
Migratory birds American shad

Other listed T/E species: Valley Elderberry Lonshom Bectle, Giant Garter Suke

BREREWOODOD® RO
O/ OB O E R

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):

8 Research/Monitoring 0 Watershed Planning
Q@ PilovDemo Project = Education

% Full-scale Implemenration

Is this a next-phase af an angoing project? Yes ___ No
Have you recsived funding from CALFED befase? Yes _ _ No

=
X

If yes, list project title and CALFED number

Have you received funding from CVPIA before? Yes No_x

If yes, list CVPIA program praviding funding, project title and CVPIA numbar {If applicable}:

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:
*  The truthfulness of all representations in their proposa;
*  The individuai signing the form is entitled to submit the application on behaff of the applicant (if the applicant is an
entity or organization); and
» The person submitting the application has read and understoad the conflict of inferest and confidentiality
discussion in the PSP (Section 2.4) and waives any and all rights to privacy and confidentiality of the proposal on
behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section,

John Carlen
Printed name of applicant

<—%

_/




B. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Title of Project: Understanding Natural Processes Through Active Riparian Restoration
at Llano Seco Rancho, Butte County, California
Amount Requested: $1,810,690 for 3 years

Applicant: Sacramento River Partners
261 East 3" St., Chico, CA 95928
Phone: (530) 894-3474 Fax: (530) 894-2970
Email: sacriver@c-zone.net
Primary Contact:  John Carlon
Participants: US Fish and Wildlife Service

Sacramento River Partners (SRP) is requesting $1,810,690 from the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program, and $500,000 from CVPIA to actively reforest 400 acres of flood-prone farmiand on
the Llano Seco Unit of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sacramento River National Wildlife
Refuge. Restoring this land will link together 2,000 contiguous acres of existing riparian
forest and provide 8,500 linear feet of new shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) habitat (2,600 feet
1s rock revetment).

This project directly addresses four of the six CAL-FED ERP Goais (CAL-FED 2000):
Goal 1-At Risk Species, Goal 2-Ecosystem Processes &Biotic Communities,
Goal 4-Habitats, Goal 5-Non-native Invasive Species

Key components of the project include using large-scale restoration techniques to actively
plant woody species and native grass. The biological impacts of this restoration will be
evaluated with a randomized block planting. Once the habitat is established, the vegetation-
hydraulic interaction will be evaluated for floodwater conveyance and sedimentation. The
size and geographic location of the project provide an outstanding opportunity to utilize active
reforestation to answer natural process questions.

Implementing this project will establish critical riparian habitat within a three-year time
frame. The long-term biological benefits include:
Provide rearing and foraging habitat for Winter-run, Spring-run, Fall-run, and Late-Fall
run Chinook salmon.
Increase the area and quality of habitat for target species (steelhead trout, Swainson's
hawk, western yellow-billed cuckoo, wood ducks, neotropical migratory birds, and
valley elderberry longhom beetles.

This will be a community-based restoration effort where local farmers, businesses and
volunteers participate in active restoration. The project is supported by both neighboring
landowners and virtually every local conservation organization. It is also consistent with the
goals and objectives of the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan, Central Valley
Project Improvement Act, SB 1086, Sacramento River Wildlife Area Management Plan ,
North American Waterfowl Management Plan, Central Valley Habitat and Riparian habitat

Joint Ventures, California Riparian Habitat Conservation Program, and the Sacramento River
National Wildlife Refuge
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C. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1. Statement of the Problem

a. Problem
Less than 5% of the historical riparian forest along the Sacramento River remains today
(DWR 1998). This catastrophic reduction in one of California’s most biologically rich
habitats (California Partners in Flight 1998) has contributed to the listing of several threatened
and endangered species and the alteration of important ecosystem functions (CALFED 1999).
Species such as the Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle, Swainson’s hawk, western yellow-
billed cuckoo, California yellow warbler, least Bell’s vireo, steethead trout, Chinook salmon
and many others, depend on the Sacramento River (TNC 1998). Riparian forests provide
important organic inputs to aquatic food chains (Gregory et al. 1991), improve water quality
(Brooks er al. 1993), supply large woody debris (Sparks 1995), and provide critical shaded
riverine aquatic (SRA) habitat (Schaffter et al 1982). Established vegetation can also stabilize
river channels, reduce erosion, and collect debris and sediment during flood events (Kondolf
1984, Brice 1977).

In 1991, FWS acquired the Llano Seco Unit (Figure 1) "to protect, enhance, and restore
critical habitat and natural communities of native, resident, and migratory wildlife species”
(FWS, 1992). The last of California’s Mexican Land Grants to be divided, much of Llano
Seco was cleared and converted to agriculture over time. However, land-use patterns and the
complexity of the local terrain allowed the preservation of fragmented parcels of once-
common habitats. This project provides an extraordinary opportunity to reestablish natural
ecosysiem processes over a large area and reconnect a restored riparian forest to a unique
complex of existing habitats.

The site is fallow, flood-prone farmland that historically supported riparian forest and
woodland. Only a small fraction of the site was not logged and remains forested (Figure 2).
Despite the cessation of agriculture nine years ago and frequent overbank flows, only a few
native species, such as mugwort (4rtemisia douglasiana), mule fat (Baccharis salicifolia),
and Mexican elderberry (Sambucus mexicana) grow on the site. Instead, non-native invasive
species such as yellow star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare), and
Johnson grass (Sorghum halepense), dominate the vegetation and competitively exclude
native species. A vascular plant survey describes the vegetation as “weedy” and
“impenetrable” (Oswald and Ahart, 1996). Native woody species are conspicuously absent,
even in areas that border native riparian habitat. The rock revetment is mostly devoid of
vegetation, except for several edible fig trees (Ficus carica) and fragments of giant reed
(Arundo donax). Unvegetated revetment offer poor habitat for juvenile salmon compared to
SRA areas (FWS, 1992). The lack of recruitment, after nearly a decade, under otherwise
optimal conditions, suggests that non-native species may remain the dominant vegetation on
the site, perhaps for decades (Figures 3 and 4).

Without intervention, non-native species will remain the dominant vegetation in these fallow
agricultural areas. However, with the approach outlined in this proposal, the project can
reestablish native species, reinitiate natural processes, and set succession on a more natural
trajectory. Once established, restored native vegetation should have a high probability of
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Figure 4. Photographs of the Proposed Llano Seco Restoration Site
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unaided survival and provide long-term ecological benefits. Finally, within the restoration
framework, we will incorporate an experimental design that provides a means of examining
some of the critical relationships between riparian plants and physical and biological
processes.

Objectives
The objectives of this project are to:

¢ Restore 400 acres of fallow farmland (already owned by the FWS, but currently
providing marginal habitat benefits) to riparian forest and woodland.

e Establish native vegetation to provide shaded riverine aquatic habitat on 8,500 linear feet
of streambank (inctuding 2,600 feet of revetted bank).

* Reduce habitat fragmentation. The project will reestablish a continuous riparian corridor
along 10 miles of the Sacramento River (RM 174 to RM 184), reconnect the site to 1,500
acres of riparian forest, and enhances an important component of the 12,000 acres in
conservation protection at Llano Seco.

» Develop an experimental design (within the restoration framework) that will provide
baseline data and an approach to quantify the effects of vegetation composition and
density on plant community dynamics (especially on natural native species recruitment),
rodent populations, bird use, and erosional/depositional processes on the site.

¢ Retard erosion and slow velocities near the river. Based on an evaluation of the 1997
Corps of Engineers hydraulic model of the area (MBK Engineers 2000, please see
Exhabit 1), the project would not effect flood system capacity or flow distribution. The
model indicates that only 10 % of overbank flow is included in the restoration area. In
addition, the proposed project will help stabilize the flow spilt between the river and
Butte Basin, and maintain the existing flow conditions at the Princeton, Cordora, Glenn
and Provident Irrigation Districts pumping plant (MBK Engineers, 2000).

¢ Demonstrate the potential of native grasses to control non-native exotic species and
provide habitat.

» Engage the local community and businesses in the restoration process and work with
educational institutions to provide hands on learning opportunities.

b. Conceptual Model
Location defermines the influence of physical and biological factors
Riparian areas can be divided into three zones based on elevational differences: low, mid, and
high terrace. Physical factors control most of the physical framework within which the
biological community functions (Pringle ez al. 1988). However, as we move away from the
main channel and from low to high terraces, the magnitude, frequency, and duration of floods
diminish (Gregory et al. 1991) and biological factors become relatively more important in
influencing the biological community (Johnson ef al. 1995). Although river systems are
dynamic, higher terraces sites are influenced more by biological factors than overbank flows.

Status of native vegetation on the site

The current biological conditions of the site have prevented the establishment of native plant
species. The site once supported a complex mosaic of mixed riparian forest and valley oak
woodland, before it was cleared in the 1970°s. Despite the cessation of agriculture (now
nearly ten years ago), frequent flood events, good soil, and nearby seed sources, little native
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recruitment has occurred and non-native invasive species dominate the site. While historical
processes allowed the establishment of riparian forest, current processes have altered the
successional equation on this particular site to favor undesirable non-native species and will
continue to do so, perhaps for decades.

Biological factors influence native plant recruitment

Because the project site is located in the mid to high terrace zones, biological factors such as
plant competition for sunlight and moisture, the effects of rodents, and browse pressure from
herbivores are relatively more important factors than they are in the lower terraces. While
data on other species are limited, several studies on valley oak (Quercus lobata) from around
the state support our model. For example, several studies (Griffin 1971, 1976, Knudsen 1984,
McCreary 1989, and many others) show that a lack of viable acorns is not the major cause of
poor oak regeneration, but the combination of competition from non-native species, browse
pressure, and high rodent population contribute to poor oak regeneration. These factors may
exert a similar influence on the natural regeneration of other species on the site.

Non-native species compete with native species for water and sunlight

Flood events over the past 10 years; have not displaced the non-native species that dominate
the site (Figure 3). Bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare), star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), annual
ryegrass (Lolium multiflorum), mustard species (Brassica spp.), dominate the drier areas of
the site while weeds such as Johnson grass (Sorghum halepense) dominate the wetter areas.
As winter floodwaters recede, the non-natives quickly recolonize any bare areas from seed or
from buried plants. These weeds grow vigorously on the site’s nutrient rich soil; as of 5/1/00
some weeds on the site are greater than 5 feet tall. These weeds provide compete fiercely for
sun and moisture and competitively exclude native species. By late spring, site soils are
extremely dry and may remain so, late into the year. As might be expected, several studies
show that valley oak seedling survival is greatly increased in plots where plant competition is
minimized (for example, Adams et al 1992, Danielson and Halvorson 1991).

Rodents eat seeds and girdle young plants

The impenetrable vegetation on the site (Oswald and Ahart, 1996) provides ideal habitat for
rodents and limits the ability of predators to control rodent populations. Rodents can
influence oak establishment at several stages. Small rodents (especially mice and voles) are
the main acorn predators (Knudsen 1984) and can collect between 44-100% of acorns (Griffin
1980). Rodents can girdle the bark of young oak saplings, cottonwood, elderberry, and other
species. Although oaks and elderberries may stump sprout, girdling can kill young trees. For
example, long-term studies (11 years) indicate that unprotected valley oaks could not survive
rodent herbivory, while 38% of protected plants survived (Griffin, 1976). Interestingly, the
conversion of the site to native species may actually lessen the effects of rodents on future
plant recruitment. A survey of rodents on the San Joaquin River National Wildlife refuge
found much higher relative populations of mice and voles in fallow agricultural fields in
comparision to areas with native vegetation (Chouinard et al 1999).

Larger browsers limit the growth of native species
Valley oak seedlings are browsed upon by a number of insects, rabbits, and deer (Griffin
1971). Although this herbivory may not result in mortality, it maintains the plant as a shrub
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for long periods of time. Griffin (1971) observed that 20 years passed before a group of
valley oaks grew above the browse line. We have observed sometimes severe herbivory on a
number of riparian species on the Sacramento River. With the large population of deer and
rabbits at Llano Seco, this may be an important factor in establishing viable riparian trees on
the site. The planting of woody species will lessen the impact of herbivores on individual
plants and we can use plant protectors and other means to limit the impact of browsers.

Natural recruitment on lower ferraces

We should note that natural recruitment of native species is occurring in areas near the site,
but there are important differences between the project site and these lower lying areas.
These low terrace areas are located in the active channel, and have experienced recent
deposition. A few saplings of sandbar willow (Salix exigua) and Fremont cottonwood
(Populus fremontii) grow in some of these areas. Incidentally, clumps of giant reed (drundo
donax) also are becoming established. Because these areas are 10 to 15 feet lower in
elevation than the project site, they experience greater magnitudes, frequencies, and durations
of flooding than the higher terraces. Flooding and its associated processes have in turn
created favorable conditions that aid native species recruitment. Fremont cottonwood seeds
often germinate on recently deposited sediment as floodwaters recede. The lower terraces
have ample water, bare soil, minimal weed competition, and little, if any, rodent pressure in
comparison to the higher terraces (which often dry out before the cottonwood seeds are
released). Mature Fremont cottonwood trees and other species could grow on the project site,
but the lessened influence of hydrological processes, likely prevent them from becoming
established.

Role of restoration activities on long-term processes

Given our experience with other restoration projects and knowledge of the site, we expect
trees on the site to approach 30 feet at the end of three years. At the end of three years, the
project will begin to provide measurable benefits. Increases in vegetative structure, plant
diversity, and biomass are likely to increase bird usage, SRA habitat, and connectivity with
the riparian corridor. As the forest grows, it will enbance ecosystem processes and provide
high quality organic inputs for aquatic food chains. The project will generate data on some of
the key uncertainties involving the interaction of riparian vegetation ecological processes.
These data will enhance the success of future projects. Furthermore, these ecological benefits
will not alter the “capacity of the flood system or the flow distribution between the Butte
Basin and the Sacramento River” (MBK Engineers, 2000).

Riparian restoration will essentially “jump start” succession on the site. Our cultural practices
reduce plant competition from non-native species, and limit the negative effects of predation
and herbivory. Our planting design maintains the few natives already on the site, and as the
plants grow, the microclimate of the site will begin to favor native species. Therefore,
restoration will alter the successional trajectory from one that perpetually favors non-native
invasive species to one that allows native species to recolonize the site. For example, surface
sown acorns in a woodland plot exhibited a 95-99% germination rate in comparison to 0% in
a more open savanna plot (Griffin 1971). In summary, the site will be converted from an
open, often xeric, non-native dominated plain to a more mesic complex mosaic of open and
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closed canopy forest and woodiand. This conversion will provide the seed source and greater
microclimate variability for the long-term succession of native species.

¢. Hypotheses Being Tested
This project revolves around the primary hypothesis that active restoration will increase
shaded riverine aquatic habitat, reduce habitat fragmentation, restore complex riparian habitat,
decrease the dominance of non-native plant species, increase available nesting sites and
vegetative cover for neotropical birds, and enhance ecological processes (especially the
succession of native plant species). Within the implementation of the project, we will develop
a randomized block experiment to examine some of the biological and physical factors
described in the conceptual site model. We will examine the role of restored native
vegetation to changes in organic matter production (important for aquatic food chains), plant
dominance and recruitment, microclimate, rodent populations, and erosional and depositional
processes. We discuss the means to collect these data in the monitoring section.

d. Adaptive Management
We currently incorporate an adaptive management framework into all our projects. We have
a number of systems that help us to continually examine and improve project implementation.
The methods for doing this include the following:

» Transfer knowledge and technology from other projects. Last year, our organization
has restored 283 acres in the same Ecozone as the proposed project. This knowledge
provides us with insight into the successful implementation of the proposed project.

¢ Learn from the monitoring information. Every individual plant in our design is
recorded by species and location within a database (which lends itself to GIS
analysis). This allows us to recognize patterns (e.g. survival of a single species in a
certain soil type) that can be used to better direct management of the site.

¢ Document activities. For example, our field managers keep weekly report of activities
or observations at each site. These records, combined with the monitoring information
helps us to better direct future activities at a site.

» Conduct experiments. For example, a recent experiment with cottonwood determined
that we could substantially improve (by over 40%) the success of direct cuttings by

using a method that required less material and took less effort to plant (SRP
unpublished data).

e. Educational Objectives
e SRP will host a minimum of 6 work and/or field days for interested parties and local
community members over the life of the project. Several organizations, such as the
Audubon Society, California Native Plant Society, and Chico Paddle Heads, have
expressed an interest in participating. _
¢ Host media field days to inform the public on the benefits of riparian restoration.
Collaborate with the Glenn County Office of Education, Butte College, and California

State Untversity, Chico to provide hands on learning opportunities (see attached
letters). '

CALFED Proposal — Llano Seco : May 15, 2000
Sactamento River Partners Page 11



Preposed Scope of Work

a. Location/Geographic Boundaries of the Project
The project is part of the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge
(River Mile 176 R and 178.5R) and is located within the 100-year flood plain of the
Sacramento River in Butte and Glenn Counties. The property lies within the Sacramento
River Conservation Area as defined under SB 1086, in the Chico Landing to Colusa reach
(Ecozone 3.3). Figure 1 shows the site coordinates of the site. The proposed project area is
strategically located between existing riparian forests and would reestablish a continuous
riparian corridor along 10 miles of the Sacramento River.

b. Approach
This proposed project is a well-defined task: the revegetation of 400 contiguous acres of
riparian forest and 8,500 linear feet of streambank (including 2,600 linear feet of revetted
bank) of land already in the public trust. The project will use state-of-the-art production
restoration techniques to enable rapid and efficient development of habitat, engage local
farmers and businesses in ecological restoration, and demonstrate cost-effectiveness for future
restoration projects. We will apply scientific principles and knowledge to help guide the
project and assess project progress. One unique aspect of this project is the experiment to
examine the role of restoration plantings to various physical and biological processes. Figure
5 summarizes some of the steps required to achieve the project goals.

Tasks for the Implementation of Llano Seco Restoration

Hyvdrologic Study: Recalibrate the existing Army Corps hydraulic model to quantify the
effect of riparian vegetation on site (see Exhibit 1 for a preliminary evaluation).

Site Assessment/Restoration Plan: Develop planting composition and density patterns based
on the biologic, edaphic (soil), historic, and hydrologic conditions at the site. Specify the
community types to be restored, and the planting, irrigation, and weed control measures for
the site. We will use 12-20 native trees, shrubs, lianas, and herbaceous plants.

Plant Propagation: SRP employees and volunteers will collect plant material from the
surrounding area. Local nurseries will grow plants that cannot be directly planted.

Field Survey: Establish the site's permanent reference points; these can be used later for GIS
mapping.

Field Planting: Prepare field and plant natives in the main field.

Revetment Planting: Plant willow cuttings between the rocks in the revetment portion of the
bank to allow for revegetation while minimizing the potential for damage to the revetment.

Native Grass Planting: Plant native grass species in appropriate areas to demonstrate their
potential as components of riparian and grassland restoration projects.

Irrigation Installation: Develop, install, and eventually decommission the irrigation system.

Maintenance: Maintain the irrigation system and other associated tasks.

Weed Conirol: Control weeds through mowing, spraying or other appropriate.

CALFED Proposal — Llano Seco May 15, 2000
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Monitoring: Measure project performance (including a survival census of plants).

Randomized Block Experiments: Measure the effects of various types of restored vegetation
on selected 1) physical and 2) biological processes.

Outreach: Develop a plan and implement public outreach, such as project field days and
informational videos.

Project Management: SRP will manage and administer the project.

¢. Monitoring and Assessment Plan
The project will develop a monitoring program that quantifies the short-term success of the
project (3 years), yet meets multiple long-term objectives (Table 1). Meaningful long-term
data will most likely need to be collected after the project cycle, but this project will develop
the experimental design, data collection methods, and baseline data necessary to collect this
information. Because our planting design allows use to document individual plants we can

gain considerable insight into planting success as a function of soil type, hydrology, and other
factors.

One unique feature of the project is that the physical data collected for the planting design
will form a framework for answering long-term questions regarding the interaction of
vegetation and natural processes. Such information is critical for effective implementation of
future revegetation plans. We will vary treatments by planting different species composition
and density. The randomized block experiment will allow us to statistically detect
differences, if any, in rodent numbers (using an array of methods), native and non native plant
recruitment, bird usage, mammal herbivory, and production of organic matter. Rodent
numbers may also impact the success of ground nesting birds, and our efforts will
complement the with PRBO’s data collection efforts. In addition, we will examine potential
physical changes such as microclimate differences and the ability for vegetation to trap
sediment. Data from this study could be uséd to increase our understanding of riparian
vegetation and flood plain processes. Products from this task include monitoring reports and
a written report describing the methodology and baseline information on the experimental
design incorporated into the project.

d. Data Handling and Storage
The initial planting design and data will be formulated on a dBase database. Further data
manipulations will be entered, analyzed, and stored on computer in Microsoft Excel
worksheets. These initial data will be housed at the SRP office in Chico, California.
Summary data and findings will be publicly available from reports written by SRP for FWS.

All reports will be archived at the Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge office in
Willows, California.

e. Expected Products/Qutcomes
This restoration project will produce approximately 400 acres of riparian woodland and forest
habitat; this includes 8,500 linear feet of SRA habitat. SRP will guarantee (barring acts of
God) 70% survivorship at the end of 3 years. In addition, the following deliverables and
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reports will also be produced: a hydrologic study, site assessment, restoration plan,
monitoring plan and reports, PRBO annual bird surveys and reports, report from the
randomized block design (will include baseline data, methods, and any findings on the
relationship between vegetation the parameters examined), quarterly reports, annual progress
reports, and a final report detailing project performance.

f. Work Schedule
The project has a three-year timeline for completion (Table 2). The project is already divided
as we are also requesting $500,000 in funding from the CVPIA. If the project cannot be
funded compietely, the proposed project could be broken into 2 separate 200-acre projects.
The revetment project is not a stand-alone project, but could be considered a separate optional
phase. However, dividing the project increases costs per acre considerably, because all of the
assessment, planning, and management tasks listed for the large project would then have to be
performed separately for both of the smaller projects (see section ¥. Budget).

g. Feasibility
All of the tasks listed in this proposal have had proven success on the Sacramento River. The
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service in partnership with non-profit conservation groups have
acquired over 12,000 acres of land along the river and actively converted over 1,100 of these
flood-prone acres into riparian habitat. Sacramento River Partpers restored 283 acres of land
last year and currently manages over 800 acres of refuge cropland. Active reforestation
regularly exceeded 75% tree survivorship at the end of three-year establishment periods. We
anticipate that the site's good soil and proximity to water will allow restored vegetation to
grow well under a variety of weather and hydrological conditions.

This project can be implemented as soon as funding becomes available. It complies with
NEPA and CEQA requirements and will not require any additional environmental compliance
documents. The revetment restoration may require additional permits from Butte County

and/or the US Army Corps of Engineers. These permits will be obtained before any work
begins.
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D. APPLICABILITY TO CALFED ERP GOALS AND IMPLEMENTATION
PLAN AND CVPIA PRIORITIES
1. ERP Goals and CVPIA Priorities
This project directly addresses four of the ERP Goals (CALFED 2000): Goal 1{At Risk
Species), Goal 2 (Ecosystem Processes and Biotic Communities), Goal 4 (Habitats), and Goal
5 (Non-native Invasive Species) Specific objectives and targets from the ERP that this project
addresses are listed in Table 3. CVPIA priorities are listed in Table 4.

Relationship to Other Ecosystem Restoration Projects
The proposed Llano Seco restoration proposal builds on existing conservation programs and
is closely linked to the following projects:

Riparian Reforestation
FWS — Ord Bend (100 acres), Llano Seco Tract I (65 acres) CALFED Proposal # 97-N03
$1,292,500 (300 acres), Sul Norte (400 acres), Packer Island (120 acres)

U.S. Army Corp of Engineers and Department of Water Resources — Murphy Slough Habitat
Restoration Project (300 acres), Murray, Burns and Kienlen Site #29 (90 acres)

Wildlife Conservation Board and California Department of Fish and Game — Riparian
restoration at River Mile 166.5 (27 acres) and River Mile 169.5 (67 acres)

Private Restoration Projects — Parrott Investment Corporation and The Nature Conservancy
(40 acres), CSU, Chico and The Nature Conservancy at Phelan Island (60 acres)

Princeton-Codora-Glenn and Provident Irrigation District’s Anadromous Fish Screen
Project ‘

The proposed project will decelerate surface and bank erosion across the channel from the
recently constructed fish screens (See Exhibit 1, MBK Engineers 2000).

SB1086

We submitted the same basic proposal last year to the Advisory Council, which found that the
project was compatible with the goals of SB1086 (see attached letter). No advisory council
meeting was held this year.

3. System-wide Ecosystem Benefits
With restoration, the site will fit into a unique mosaic of freshwater wetland, grassland,
slough, and riparian forest habitats in the Llano Seco Unit. The project's strategic location
provides benefits on multiple levels.

Primary Benefits
Ecosystem Processes
s Reduce fragmentation, increase vegetative cover, and increase the connectivity of the
riparian corridor along the Sacramento River (Figure 1). '
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s Initiate natural forest succession within the floodplain by controlling NIS and
reintroducing native species. _

e Increase inputs of particulate organic matter into the river, which would increase the
productivity of aquatic food chains, including that of the Bay-Delta ecosystem.

¢ Improve water quality through the creation of a filter strip between adjoining
agricultural fields and the river.

e Provide a forested area that is "sufficiently large (>50-100 acres) to create air
convection currents, which will cool adjacent river water temperatures." (CALFED,
1999).

Habitats

¢ Restore 400 acres of riparian forest, reestablishing a 2000-acre continuous riparian
corridor along 10 miles of the Sacramento River (from river mile 174 to river mile
184). This project in conjunction with proposed private revegetation to the east of the
site will create a corridor between Angel Slough and the Sacramento River.

o Vegetate 8,500 linear feet of riverbank that will provide a continual supply of SRA
habitat for rearing and foraging habitat for all races of Chinook salmon.

¢ Provides critical habitat and conditions for anadromous fish, the neotropical bird guild,
and other organisms.

¢ Provide ecological benefits in a short time. For example, benefits to neotropical
migrants may be seen within three years of restoration (Geupel et al., 1997).

Species

o Benefits a number of key species including: Chinook salmon, steelhead trout, native
Cyprinids, Swainson's hawks, western yellow billed cuckoos, wood ducks, the
neotropical bird guild, and valley elderberry longhorn beetles.

Secondary Benefits
¢ Enhance the capacity of the Llano Seco Unit to attract various wildlife species.

¢ Increase the propagule flow of native species to currently unrestored conservation
easement areas (which may facilitate the natural regeneration of these areas).

e Transform public land from low to high quality habitat, which will make future
acquisitions more acceptable to the local community.

¢ Demonstrates the relationship between restored vegetation and geomorphology thus
improving the design and hydraulic predictability of future restoration projects.

Third Party Benefits
¢ Reduce flood damage to downstream structures by decelerating flood velocities and
capturing floating debris and sediment.

e Provide data on the feasibility of using riparian vegetation to provide non-structural
flood control benefits.

¢ Decrease the spread of NIS to other properties.
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Table 3. Strategic Objectives and Targets from the ERP (February 1999) that the Proposed
Project Addresses.

Ecological Process Visions

Strategic Plan Goal (SPG} 2, Objective (Obj) 4 (p. 63): To create flow and temperature regimes in regulated rivers that
favor native aquatic species.

SPG 2, Obj 8 (p. 80): To increase the extent of freely meandering reaches and other pre-1850 river channel forms. SPG
2, Obj 2 (p. 100): To increase estuarine productivity.

Habitat Visions

SPG 4, Obj 2 (p. 131): To increase the area of riparian and riverine aquatic habitat and an integrated component of
resioring large expanses of all major historical habitats in the Central Valley and its rivers.

SPG 4, Obj 2 (p. 158): To protect existing and restore and increase the quality of freshwater fish habitat as an integral
component of restoring large expanses of all major historical habitat types in the Central Valley and its rivers.

SPG 4, Obj 2 (p. 162): To protect existing and restore and increase the quality of essential fish habitat as an integrated
component of restoring large expanses of all major historical habitat types in the Central Valley and its rivers.

Species and Species Group Visions

Priority Group I
SPG I, Obj 2, 3, 4, 5 (p. 220-222) Winter-run, Spring-Run, Late Fall-Run, Fall-Run Chinook Salmon: To restore self-
sustaining Chinook salmon to Central Valley streams and the Bay-Delta estuary.

SPG 1, Obj 6 (p.229) Steelhead trout: To restore self-sustaining Central Valley steethead to Central Valley streams and
the Bay-Delta estuary.

Priority Group II
SPG 1, Obj I (p.241): Lamprey Family: To restore anadromous lampreys dependent on the Delta and Suisun Bay. SPG
I, Obj 4 (p.252): Swainson's Hawk: To restore Swainson's hawk populations.

SPG, Obj (not specified) (p. 287): Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle: To increase and maintain valley elderberry
longhorn beetle habitat

Priority Group III

SPG I, Obj 10 (p. 304), Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo: To restore yellow-billed cuckoo throughout its historical range
in the Central Valley.

SPG I, Obj 12 (p. 307), Bank Swallow: To increase the number of breeding colonies of bank swallow in the Central
Valley.

SPG 1, Obj 8 (p. 312), Least Bell's Vireo: To restore least Bell's vireo to representative habitats throughout its former
range.

SPG I, Obj 7 (p. 314), California Yellow Warbler: To restore and protect habitats used by neotropical migrant birds for
breeding and foraging in the Central Valley.

Priority Group IV

SPG I, Obj I (p. 347), Native Resident Fishes: To reverse the decline of native resident fishes.

SPG I, Obj 3 (p. 352), Aquatic Foodweb Organisms: To restore assemblages of planktonic organisms in the Delta and
Suisun Bay to states of increased abundance and greater predictability in composition.

SPG 1, Obj 7 (p. 363), Neotropical Migrant Bird Guild: To restore and protect habitats used by neotropical migrant
birds for breeding and foraging in the Bay-Delta watershed.,

SPG not specified (p. 366), Upland Game: To maintain healthy populations and restore habitats that promote the

expansion of populations at levels that can support both consumptive and nonconsumptive uses and provide additional
opportunities for those uses.

Stressors

SPG 5, Obj 9 (p. 478): To develop focused control efforts on those introduced species where control is most feasible
and of greatest benefit.
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Table 4. Considerations for Ranking Specific Actions for CVPIA that the Proposed project
Addresses.

Biological Resource Considerations

Magnitude of Benefits to Biological Resources: This project will restore 8,500 linear feet of much needed SRA and
other wildlife habitat and connect existing riparian forest into a contiguous 2,000 acre block.

Benefits to Special Status Species: Valley Elderberry Beetle, Giant Garter Snakes, Chinook Salmon, Steelhead, Yellow-
billed Cuckoo, California Yellow Warbler, and Swainson’s Hawk will all benefit from this project.

Ecosystem or Multiple Species Benefits: In addition to the species listed above, the project will benefit other anadromous
fish and neotropical migratory birds.

Restoration of Natural Habitats and Habitat Values: The site will be transformed from abandoned agricultural field
vegetated almost exclusively with NIS (low habitat value) to cottonwood-willow and mixed riparian forest (high habitat
value).

Long-rerm Benefirs: Since the area will be indefinitely managed as a wildlife sanctuary by FWS, the benefits will be
ongoing.

Immediate Benefits: The area will improve as wildlife habitat within the first three years.

Effectiveness: SRP is already implementing the restoration techniques for the proposed project at several other sites
within the same Ecozone.

Studies and Investigations: The proposed project is a full-scale implementation. Sections of the site will be set aside for
experimentation.

Implementation Considerations

Continuing/Ongoing Efforts: The proposed project is part of an ongoing effort between SRP and FWS to restore native
habitats to the Sacramento River, including the Sacramento National Wildlife Refuge. Other restorations on Llano Seco
and other portions of the refuge are already being implemented.

Technical Feasibility: The project is feasible as large-scale agricultural/restoration techniques will be used to reforest
the site.

Timeliness: SRP is “ready to go” on this project as soon as funding becomes available. We have a proven record of
implementing our projects on time and within budget.

Partnerships/Opportunities: The project will be implemented as a cooperative agreement between SRP and FWS.
“Implementability”; All assessments and permits are in place to implement the majority of this project. The revetment
restoration will require another permit from the Army Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation.

Public Support: We are supported by many local groups including the California Native Plant Society, Chico
Paddleheads, CSU-Chico, Butte College, the Audubon Society, and others. In addition, neighboring landowners also
support the project.

Compatibility: The project is compatible with SB1086, the Sacramento River Wildlife Area Management Plan, the
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, the North American Waterfowl Management Plan, the Central Valley Habitat
and Riparian Joint Ventures, and the California Riparian Habitat Conservation Program.

Economic Considerations

Economic Effects: The project should have a positive economic effect on the fishing industry by supporting populations
of salmon, steelhead, and other species.

Project Costs: The use of larg-scale restoration technigques will keep the costs of this project to $4000/acre if the entire
project is funded.

Impact on the Water Supply: The affects of this project will be negligible on the water supply. The restoration will not
change the flow of the river. The irrigation will be done using highly efficient means (T-tape) and will only be carried
out for 3 years.

Impact to Water Quality: The project should improve water quality; the riparian vegetation will serve as a “filter” to
remove pollutants from runoff water.
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E. QUALIFICATIONS

Sacramento River Partners (SRP) is a non-profit organization dedicated to the protection and
restoration of the natural resources of the Sacramento River. Taking a community based
approach the organization builds partnerships with farmers, landowners, other non-profit
organizations, and government agencies to ensure that projects succeed with local support.
The organization has a proven track record of efficiently and cost-effectively implementing
riparian restoration projects.

Since its incorporation in May 1998 the organization has secured $2 million in federal, state,
local, and private money for conservation. Since its inception, SRP has planted native riparian
species on 283 acres of flood-prone fallow agricultural land along the Sacramento River for
both the Wildlife Conservation Board and USFWS. The organization is also managing 800
acres of agency owned land that is slated for later restoration. Prominent projects include
restoring a 100-acre riparian forest parcel at Ord Bend in Glenn County, and a 65-acre
woodland parcel on the Llano Seco Rancho. Most recently, SRP was awarded a $420,000
contract from the Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District to restore 25 acres of land that includes
3,400 feet of riverbank habitat. SRP is a team of experienced professionals who can carry out
this project in an efficient and ecologically sound manner:

John Carlon will serve as the Project Director for the proposed project. He obtained a B.S.
in agronomy and horticulture from C.S.U., Chico, and a M.S. in International Agricultural
Development from C.S.U., San Luis Obispo. A long-time resident of the North Valley, he
currently operates an organic blueberry farm in Forest Ranch, and is a member of the
University of California’s Biologicaily Integrated Farming Systems Advisory Board. Mr.
Carlon has been engaged in land protection and riparian restoration on the Sacramento River
for the last eight years - six years with The Nature Conservancy’s Sacramento River Project
and the last two years as the Project Director for SRP. He has had direct involvement in the
acquisition and restoration of over 1000 acres along the river. Mr. Carlon will be responsible
for project management and grant administration.

Barnard Flynn wili serve as the Director of Field Operations. He has a Bachelor’s degree
from Harvard and a Master’s from C.S.U., Chico. Mr. Flynn also has 18 years of experience
as a farm manager, currently he co-owner of Shasta View Farms in Gerber, California, a 600-
acre almond and prune orchard. He has successfully implemented over 500 acres of riparian
restoration along the Sacramento River during the last five years. In the past 10 years,
between natives and orchards, he has planted 900 acres of trees. He has developed several
innovative restoration practices including a software program that facilitates field planting and

monitoring of species survival. Mr. Flynn will provide general administrative support to the
project.

Daniel Efseaff will serve as the Restoration Manager/Ecologist for the proposed project. Mr.
Efseaff received a B.S. in Biology from U.C. Davis, and an M.S. in Biology. from C.S.U.,
Chico, where his research focused on the interaction of riparian species with soil types. He
has broad experience working for natural resource agencies, consulting firms, and research
institutions, and has developed sampling programs for ecological risk assessments, conducted
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botanical surveys, and recommended planting designs for restoration projects. Currently, he
supervises the implementation of 4 separate restoration projects similar to the current
proposal. Mr. Efseaff will be responsible for ail site assessments and scientific monitoring on
the project.

Samantha Mackey Hillaire will be involved with the plant propagation and monitoring
aspects of the project. She received a B.S. in Biology from Duke University, and an M.S. in
Botany from C.S.U., Chico. Previously, Ms. Hillaire monitored woody species for a long-
term forest regeneration project in the Duke Forest. She has been involved in several other
botanical projects, including a watershed vegetation inventory on the Shasta-Trinity Forest for
the US Forest Service. She serves on the board of the local chapter of California Native Plant
Society, and the publications committee of the C.S.U., Chico herbarium. A recent graduate,
Ms. Hillaire has worked for SRP for the past year.

Sacramento National Wildlife Refuge Staff will be key members of this project’s team.
Ramon Vega will be responsible for project oversight and Joe Silveria will be the acting
refuge biologist responsible for planning and monitoring oversight.

Complementing Sacramento River Partners and USFWS staff will be the following experts in
rtparian restoration; Dr. Tom Griggs - California State University, Chico Research Foundation
(Biological), Murray, Burns and Kienlen — Consulting Civil Engineers (Hydraulic), the
Geographic Information Center (GIS & mapping), Point Reyes Bird Observatory (Avian
monitoring).

There are no expected conflicts of interest or problems in completing this work within the
proposed timeline.

F. COST

1. Budget

The total amount requested for this project is $1,810,690 over three years. We request
$500,000 from CVPIA for bankside restoration including the revetment; the remaining
$1,310,690 we request from CALFED. Table 5 provides detail on the specific costs of the
proposed project. Table 6 provides a summary of the project.

The complete project will provide the greatest benefits because of economies of scale (for
planning, irrigation, weed control, and site preparation) and the creation of a large contiguous
area of riparian forest. If the project cannot be funded completely, funding for a minimum of
200 acres is recommended (Table 7). The revegetation of the revetment area is not a stand-
alone project, but can be considered a separabie task.

2. Cost-Sharing
The cost shares for this project come from a number of sources:
e $25,000 in direct matching funds from the Sacramento River National Wildlife
Refuge.
e The Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge will be responsible for the long-term
operation and maintenance costs, once the site is established.
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e $15,360 in labor from local conservation groups. We will hold 8 volunteer workdays
ayear. These workdays will be attended by members of local organizations (the
California Native Plant Society, the Audubon Society and the Sierra Club) and Butte
College biology students, for a total of 1,920 man-hours of labor over the course of the
project.

G. LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

Sacramento River Partners is a local grassroots conservation organization. Members of the
community will implement every phase of the proposed restoration work from the ecologist
planning the project to neighboring farmers disking the fields and planting the trees. This
community directed project will build local interest, foster understanding, and develop
conservation capacity.

The proposed project has the potential to produce outstanding biological benefits and
consequently enjoys strong support from the FWS and California State University, Chico. Our
proposal is also endorsed by many community conservation groups including the Mt. Lassen
Chapter of the California Native Plant Society, the local Audubon Society Chapter, and the
Butte Environmental Council. Last vear, we presented the same basic proposal to both the SB
1086 Riparian Habitat Committee and the Advisory Council and they found it consistent with
the program’s goals and objectives. No Advisory Council meeting was held this year, but the
1999 letter is attached (Exhibit 2).

The project is also strongly endorsed by the adjacent landowner, Richard Thieriot, who owns
and farms 6,000 acres of Llano Seco. Mr. Thieriot has even volunteered to coordinate his
private reforestation efforts with the project; he is willing to plant a riparian buffer across his
own private property to link Angel Slough, the project, and the river together.

Members of both the Butte and Glenn County Board of Supervisors have attended field days
at the proposed project site. Also in attendance on these field days were several local farmers
and the general manager of Western Canal Water District. A separate meeting was held to
present this proposal to the general manager and officers of the Princeton-Codora-Glenn and
Provident Irrigation Districts (PCG-PID). The landowners and irrigation districts have
adopted a neutral position regarding our proposal but are committed to staying involved with
the project. The proposed Llano Seco reforestation project has the potential to showcase the
common ground between conservation and agricultural interests.

Potential Third Party Impacts:
+ Flood Conveyance —A through hydraulic evaluation will be conducted to insure that the

design of the riparian planting does not negatively effect capacity of the flood system or
flow distribution (MBK Engineers 2000).

Public Qutreach Plan

e SRP will host a minimum of 6 work and/or field days for interested parties and local
community members over the life of the project.

e Host media field days to inform the public on the benefits of riparian restoration.

CALFED Proposal - Llano Seco May 15, 2600
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e Collaborate with Glenn County Office of Education, Butte College, and California State
University Chico to provide hands-on learning opportunities.

H. COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

SRP agrees to comply with the terms and conditions listed in Attachments E and D of the
CALFED Proposal Solicitation Package (CALFED 2000).
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Sacramento River Partners
261 East 3rd Street

Chico, CA 95928

Phone (530) 894-3474 Fax (530) 894-2970

May 12, 2000

Tom Parilo

Department Head

Department of Development Services
7 County Center Drive

Oroville, 95965 - 3334

Dear Mr. Parilo:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Sacramento River Pariners is
submitting a proposal to CALFED for funding to restore 400 acres of riparian
habitat in Butte County. Al of the proposed restoration work will occur along the
Sacramento River on iand that is owned by the federal government.

| presented the proposed project in detail to Butte County Supervisors Jane
Dolan and Curt Josiassen during an on site visit last year. Atthat time both
supervisors expressed concerns regarding the project’s potential impact on flow
splits and flood control. In this proposal we have addressed these issues with an
evaluation conducted by the engineering firm of Murray, Burns, and Kienlen. The
net resuit of this evaluation is that the project was found to be “flood neutral”.
Please see the enclosed proposal for specific details.

If you have any questions or require additional information please contact me at
(5630) 894-3474.

Sincerely,

ohn Carlon

Sacramento River Partners

Enclosure: CALFED Restoration Proposal

Sacramento River Partners is a 501(c)}(3) Nonprofit Corporation



Sacramento River Partners
261 East 3rd Street

Chico, CA 95928

Phone (530) 894-3474 Fax (530) 894-2970

May 12, 2000

John Blacklock

Clerk of Butte County Board of Supervisors
25 County Center Drive

Orovilie, 85965

Dear Mr. Blacklock:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Sacramento River Partners is
submitting a proposal tc CALFED for funding to restore 400 acres of riparian
habitat in Butte County. All of the proposed restoration work will occur along the
Sacramento River on land that is owned by the federal government.

| presented the proposed project in detail to Butte County Supervisors Jane
Dolan and Curt Josiassen during an on site visit last year. At that time both
supervisors expressed concerns regarding the project's potential impact on flow
splits and flood control. In this proposal we have addressed these issues with an
evaluation conducted by the engineering firm of Murray, Burns, and Kienlen. The
net result of this evaluation is that the project was found to be “flood neutral”.
Please see the enclosed proposal for specific details.

If you have any questions or require additional information please contact me at
(530) 894-3474.

Sincerely,

amento River Partners

Enclosure: CALFED Restoration Proposal

Sacramento River Partners is a 501(c)}(3) Nonprofit Corporation



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 19(REV. 55) FMO

COMPANY NAME

SACLAITO Nivor Partners

The company named above (hereinafier referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 3 in matters relaf;

aung to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Pro gram. Prospective contractor

agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, 1ace, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (including

HIV and ATDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care leave
and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

'CERTIFICATION

L, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made wunder penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.

FFICIAL'S NAME

John Carlon
ATE EXECUTED

EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY OF

May 15, 2000 Butte
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State of California CEPARTMENT OF WATER RESCURCES The Resources Agency
Agreement No.
Exhibit

STANDARD CLAUSES -
SERVICE & CONSULTANT SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR $5,000 & OVER WITH NONPUBLIC ENTITIES

Workers' Compensation Clause. Contractor allinms that it is aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the California Labor Code which require every
emploder 1 be insured against liability for werkers' sompensation or to undertake selfinsurance in accordance with the provisions of that Code, and Contractor
attirms that it will comply with such orovisions belore commeneing the performance of the work under this contract.

National Labor Refations Board Clause. n accordsnee with Public Contract Code Section 10296, Contractor declares under penalty ol perjury that v more
than ene linal. unappealable finding of contempt of court by a federal court has been issued against the Contractor within the immediately preceding two-vear
peried beeause of Contractor's tailure to comply with an order of a federal court which orders Contractor to comply with an order of the national Labor Relations
Board.

Nondiscrimination Clause. During the performanee of this contract, the recipient.Ceontractor and its subcontractors shall not deny the contract's benetits w
any person on the basis of religion, color, ethnie group identification. sex. age. physical or mental disability, nor shall thev diseriminate uniawtully agajnst any
cmployes or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color. national origin. ancestry, physical handicap, mental disability, medical condition. marital
sttus. age (over 40), or sex, Contractor shall insure that the evaluation and treatment of employees and applicants lor employment are tree of such diserimination.
Centracter shall comply with the provisions of the Fair Emplovment snd Houstng Act (Government Code Section 12900 ¢t >e4.). the regulations promulgnted
therennder ¢ Cairfomnia Adimintstrative Cade, Tide 2. Seetions T285.0 ¢ seq. s the provisions of Article 9.3, Chapter 1. Part 1. Division . Title 2 of the G e=iment
Coderfovemment Code Seetions 11133« 1113 33 and the regulations or standards adopted by the awarding Stale sgeney o anplement such article, Contractor
o tevipient shall permataccess by representaiives of the Department of Far Employment and Houging and the aw ardiig State 32eney upon raasonalvic notice
ataty time during the nommal busimess lours, but 1 no case less than 23 hours” notice. to such of its books, reeords. weeounts. other sources of Infamiion and
1ty Liesiines s said Department or Ageney shall reguire to aseertun compliance with this clause. Reucipient, Contractor and its subconteetors shall give writien
netice ol their obligations under this clause to labor organiz wions with which they have a collective bargaining or other agreenent. The Contractor siwail inelude
the nendiscrimination and compliance provisions of this ¢iause in all subcontracts w© perfonn work under the contract.

Stiternent of Compliance. The Contractor's signarure atlixed hereon and dated shall constitute a certitieation under penalty of perjury under the luws ol the
Nate of California that the Contractor has, unless exempted. complied with the nondiserimination program requirements of Government Code Section 12900
and Titde 2. Culiferaia Code of Regulations, Section 8103,

Performance Evaluation. For consulting serviee agreements. Contraet s performances under this contragt will be evaluated after completion. A negative
evaluatien will be flied with the Deparuaent of General Services

Availubility of Funds. Work to be pertormed under this contraet is subjeet to availubilin of funds through the State's normai budsaet prociss.

Audit Clause. For contravts in excess of SIOLGU, the vonlrasting parties siall be subject to (e exasmation and audit of the State Auditor tor a period af three
vears atter final payment under the contract, (Government Code Scetion 8346.7),

Payment Retention Clause. Ten percent of any progress pavments that may be provided for under this contract shall be withheld per Public Contract Code
Sections 10346 and 10379 pending satisfactory completion of all services under the contract.

Reimbursement Clause. [[applicabie. travel and per diem expenses to be reimbursed under this contract shall be at the same rates the State provides for
unrepresented employvees in accordance with the provisions of Title 2. Chapter 3, of the California Code of Regulations. Contractor's designated headquarters
for the purpose of computing such expenses shall ber ‘

‘Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise Participation Requirement Audit Clause. Contractor or vendor agrees that the avwarding
department or its detegates will have the right to review. abtain. and copy all records pertaining to performance of the contract. Contractor or vendor agrees to
provide the awarding department or its delegaice access to its premises, upon reasonable netice, during normal business hours for the purpose of interviewing
emplovees and inspecting and copying such books. records. accounts. and other material that may be relevant to & matter under investigation for the purpose of
determining complianee with Public Contract Code Seetion 10113 et seq. Contractor or vendor lurther agrees e maintzin such recerds for a period of three {33
vears atter tinal payment under the contract. Title 2 CCR Scotion 1896.75.

Pujority Hiring Considerations. For contracts in exedss of S2040.000. the Contractor shall give priority consideration in (iffing vacancies in positions funded
bv the contract to qualified recipients ot uid under Welfare and Institutions Code Section 11200, Public Contract Code Scetion 10353).

DWR 4099 {Rev. 9/95) SIDE A



State of California DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES The Resources Agency

Agreement No.

Exibit

ADDITIONAL STANDARD CLAUSES

Recycled Materials. Contractor hereby certifies under penalty of perjury that {enter value or “0" here) percent of
the matenrials, goods and supplies cffered or products used.in the performance of this Agreement meets or exceeds the
minimum percentage of recycled materiat as defined in Sections 12161 and 12200 of the Public Contract Code.

Severability. if any provision of this Agreement is held invalid or unenforceable by any court of final jurisdiction, it is

the intent of the parties that all other provisions of this Agreement be construed to remain fully valid, enforceable, and
binding on the parties.

Governing Law. This Agreement is governed by and shail be interpreted in accordance with the faws of the State of
California.

Y2K Language. The Contractor warrants and represents that the goods or services sold, leased, or licensed to the State
of California, its agencies, or its political subdivisions; pursuant to this Agreement are “Year 2000 compliant.™ For
purposes of this Agreement a good or service is Year 2000 comptiant if it will continue to fully function before, at, and
after the Year 2000 without interrupticn and, if applicable, with fult ability to accurately and unambiguously process,
display, compare, calculate, manipulate, and otherwise utilize date information. This warranty and representation
supersedes all warranty disclaimers and limitations and all imitations on liability provided by or through the Contractor.

Child Support Compliance Act. For any Agreement in excess of $100,000, the Contractor acknowledges in
accordance therewith, that:

1. The Contractor recognizes the importance of child and family support obligations and shall fully comply with all

applicable state and federal laws relating to child and family support enforcement, including, but not limited to,

disclosure of information and compliance with eamings assignment arders, as provided in Chapter 8 {commencing
with Secticn 5200} of Part § of Division 9 of the Family Code; and

The Contractor, to the best of its knowledge, is fully complying with the eamings assignment orders of all employees

and is providing the names of ail new employees to the New Hire Registry maintained by the California Employment
Development Department.

DWR 4099A (Rev.1/99)



Environmentai Compliance Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Environmental Compliance Checklist. Applications must contain answers to the
.followmg quesuons to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to answer these questions and
include them with the applicarion will result in the application being considered nonrespoiisive and not

considered for fundine.

1.

Do any of the actions included in the propesal require compliance with either the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), or both?

= INEPA
YES NO

If you answered yes to # 1, identify the lead governmental agency for CEQA/NEPA. compliance.

U.5. Fich and Wildlife Service
Lead Agency

If you answered no to # 1, explain why CEQA/NEPA compliance is not required for the actions in the proposal,

If CEQA/NEPA compliance is required, describe how the project will comply with either or both of these laws.
Describe where the project is in the compliance process and the expected date of completion.

NEPA canpliance carpleted.  In accordance with NEPA, an Fnviramental Assessrent (EA) of the
entire Llano Seco Management Plan was carpleted in 1992. The. proposed mroject sters fram
the recamendations of the FA. '

Will the applicant require access across public or private property that the applicant does not own to accomplish the
activities in the proposal?

— .
YES NO

If yes, the applicant must attach written permission for access from the relevant property owner(s). Failure to include
written permission for access may result in disqualification of the proposal during the review process. Research and
monitoring field projects for which specific field locations have not been identified will be required to provide access
needs and permission for access with 30 days of notification of approval.

Please see attachéd support letter franKevin Forester of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.



6. Please indicate what permits or other approvals may be required for the activities contained in your proposal. Check all
boxes that apply.

LOCAL

Conditional use permit

Variance

Subdivision Map Act approval

Grading permit

General plan amendment

Specific plan approval

Rezone

Williamson Act Contract
cancellation

Other _RButte Go. Spray Permit
(please specify)

None required

STATE

CESA Compliance — (CDFG)
Streambed aiteration permit —  (CDFG)
CWA § 401 certification . (RWQCB)

Coastal development permit
Reclamation Board approval
Notification (DPC, BCDC)
Other

(please specify)
None required

{Coastal Commission/BCDC)

FEDERAL
ESA Counsultation (USFWS)
Rivers & Harbors Act permit (ACOE)
CWA § 404 permit (ACOE)
Other __ Ay C.0.E. Revetrrent Permit -

(please specity)
None required

DPC = Delta Protection Commission

CWA = Clean Water Act ESA = Endangered Species Act

CESA = Califomia Endangered Species Act CDFG = California Department of Fish and Game
USFWS = U.S. Fish and ‘X/'ildlife Service 'RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
ACOE=US. Army Corps of Engineers BCDC= Bay Conservation and Development Comm.



Land Use Checldis:

All applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications must contain answers 10 the
following questions to be responsive and 1o be considered for funding. Failure 1o answer these quesrions and
include them with the applicarion will result in the application being considered nonresponsive and not

considered for fundine

!\J

Do the actions in the proposal involve physical changes to the land(i.e. grading, planting vegetation, or breeching levees)
or restrictions in land use (i.e. conservation easement or placement of land in a wildlife refuge)?

— —_
YES NO

If NO to # 1, explain what type of actions are invelved in the proposal (i.e., research only, planning only).

If YES to # 1, what is the proposed land use change or restriction under the proposal?

‘The proposed site is already a wildlife refuge. The project involves planting native trees.

If YES to #1, is the land currently under a Williamson Act contract?

YES NO
If YES to # 1, answer the following:

Current land use abandaned agriculture, wildlife refuge
Current zoning A-40

Current general plan designation pblic use, (FC (orchard ard field crop)

If YES to #1, is the land classified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance or Unique Farmiand on the
Department of Conservation Important Farmland Maps?

x
YES NO DON’T KNOW

ILYES to # 1, how many acres of land will be subject to physical change or land use restrictions under the proposai?

-—— 400

IfYES to #1, is the property currently being commercially farmed or grazed?

- b'd
YES NO
If YES to #8, what are the number of employeesfacre

the total number of employees




10.

11,

13.

14,

16.

Will the applicant acquire any interest in land under the proposal (fee title or 2 conservation easement)?
- —_—
YES NO

What entity/organization will hold the interest?_{1,S, Fish and Wildlife Service (FWB)

IFYES to # 10, nnswer the following:

Total number of acres to be acquired under proposal
Number of acres to be acquired in fee
Numiber of acres to be subject to conservation easement

For all proposals involving physical changes to the land or restriction in land use, describe what entity or organization
will:

manage the property . WE
provide operations and maintenance services mE
conduct monitoring s

For land acquisitions (fee title or easements), will existing water rights also be acquired?
YES _ NO
Does the applicant propose any modifications to the water right or change in the delivery of the water?

—_— X

- YES _ NO

H

If YES ta # 15, describe




Exhibit 1 : Letter from MBK Engineers
Joe Countryman

Evaluation of the Army Corps of Engineers Two Dimensional Hydraulic Model to
the Proposed Restoration Project at Llano Seco

CALFED Proposal — Llano Seco May 135, 2000
Sacramento River Partners Page 29
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Joserd 1. Burns, PE.
DonaLp E. Kienen, PE.

MTr. John Carlon
Sacramento River Partners
261 East 3™ Street

Chico, CA 95928

Subject: Llano Seco Habitat Restoration

Dear Mr. Carlon:

I have evaluated the restoration project you are proposing for the Llano Seco
Ranch property near River Mile 179 on the Sacramento River. I understand that you are
restoring 400 acres of flood plain area to riparian forest.

The proposed restoration site is approximately two miles north of the north end of
the east project levee. The flood plain of the Sacramento River is approximately five miles
wide at this location. Part of the flood plain flows are diverted to Butte Basin, and the
rest of the flows are contained within the project levees. The Corps of Engineers has
esiablisiied ihat about 58% of ithe flow is contained beiween the projeci levees wiiki the
rest flowing to Butte Basin for the 50-year flood. The major flood control concern in this

area is that too much water would be captured by the levees and not enough water would
be diverted to Butte Basin.

On May 3, 2000 I inspected the site of the proposed restoration work. While on
the site, I was able to observe the existing hydraulic conditions and compare them with the
1997 Corps of Engineers hydraulic model of the area. The Corps’ model was a two-
dimensional model that was calibrated to the January 1995 fiood. The proposed
restoration area was included in the Corps’ model. The model shows the restoration work
i1s located south of the Goose Lake overflow area, and that the restored vegetation would
be compatible with flows in the area and the design of the flood system.

2450 Alhambra Boulevard, 2nd Floor * Sacramento, California 95817 ¢ Phone; (916) 456-4400 + Fax: (916} 456-0253 + Email: mbk@mbkengineers.com



Mr. John Carlon May 10, 2000
Llano Seco Habitat Restoration Page 2

In my opinion, the proposed work would be fiood neutral. The proposed
restoration would not significantly affect either the capacity of the flood system or the
flow distribution between Butte Basin and the Sacramento River, This is because only
10% of the overbank flow is included in the restoration area. In addition, the proposed
restoration will help stabilize the flow split between the river and Butte Basin by slowing
flow near the river. The proposed restoration will also provide a localized benefit near
the bank of the Sacramento River by slowing velocities and retarding erosion. This will

maintain the existing flow conditions at the Princeton Cordora-Glenn and Provident Pump
Plant.

Sincerely,
MBK ENGINEERS

) ‘ ,a-)’.f"t" -/‘ J/’—"‘ .
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_Josep D. Countryman, P.E.
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Sacramento National Wildlife Refuge Complex
i REPLY REFER TO: 752 County Road 99W, Willows, California 95988

May 11, 2000

Mr, Steve Richie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Richie:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of my strong support for the proposal submitted by
Sacramento River Partners to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program. The proposal requests funding
to restore 8,500 linear feet of shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) and 400 acres of riparian habitat on
the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge.

Congress authorized the Sacramento River National Wildlife in 1989. The project area
encompasses over 100 river miles between the cities of Red Bluff and Colusa with a target of
18,000 fee title acres. The purposes for which the Refuge was established are: 1) To protect and
provide habitat for threatened and endangered species; 2) To protect and provide habitat for
migratory birds; 3) To restore riparian vegetation and habitat; 4) To provide opportunities for
management oriented research and monitoring; and 5) To provide the public with opportunities

for conservation oriented activities. To date the U.S. Fish and Wildlife has acquired 12,000 acres
of land for the Refuge.

The Refuge supports Sacramento River Partners proposal for several reasons umportant to
accomplishing our conservation and stewardship objectives. Active reforestation of the Llano
Seco site will provide critically needed habitat for threatened and endangered species as well as
neo-tropical migratory birds. Converting 400 acres of flood-prone agricultural land back into
riparian forest will fill a biological void between two large blocks of existing habitat.
Revegetating the 8,500 linear feet of SRA (including 2,600 feet of armored bank) will complete
this project and establish a riparian corridor stretching 10 river miles and encompassing 12,300
acres of conservation ownership.



The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service welcomes the opportunity to work with Sacramento River
Partners, landowners and irrigation districts on this reforestation project. Sacramento River
Partners is ideally suited for this task and provides an important link to both environmental groups
and the agricultural community. The physical potential of the site combined with a public-private-
nonprofit team of collaborators offer all of the components of a model conservation project.

Sincere%

Kevin S. Foerster
Refuge Manager

I urge you to support this proposal.




Altacal Awdubon Society, Jue.

Post Office Box 3671
CHICO, CALIFORNIA 95926

5 May 2000

Mr. Steve Ritchie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

We strongly support the proposal submitted by Sacramento River Partners to the
CALFED Bay-Deita Program. This proposal requests funding for a 3-year project that
would implement the restoration of riparian habitat at the Llano Seco Unit of the
Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge in Butte County, California. The project will
restore 400 acres of fallow flood-prone agricultural land, including 8,500 feet of shaded

riverine habitat (SRA) and 2,600 feet of armored bank, fo mixed riparian forest and oak
woodland.

Altacal Audubon Society supports the Sacramento River Partners’ proposal for the
following reasons:

1) The project will reconnect existing fragments of riparian forest, thus
completing a riparian corridor stretching 10 river miles and encompassing
12,300 acres of conservation ownership.

2) Over 100,000 native trees will be planted and established.

3) The restoration will provide critically needed habitat for important wildlife
species such as chinook saimon, valley eiderberry longhorn beetle, giant-
garter snake, and a variety of migratory birds.

Sacramento River Partners is a local community-based organization, working closely
with local landowners, businesses, government agencies, and other organizations. This
collaboration ensures that local interests are addressed in their restoration efforts.

We perceive this project to be viable and worthwhile from both biological and economic
standpoints. The Altacal Audubon Society urges your support of this proposal.

Sincerely yours,

Beverly Chinas
Conservation Chair

-—RECYCLED PAPER—-—
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April 15, 1999

Mr_ Lester Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay Delta Program

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ref: Active Reforestation on the Sacramento River
Proponent: Sacramento River Partners

Dear Mr. Snow

Based on the information provided by the project proponent of this project and with the
understanding of continued studies and hydrologic and hydraulic review we find that this project
is consistent with and furthers the objectives of the Sacramenro River Conservation Area
(SB1086) as outlined in the SRCA Handbook. An essential part of this effort continnes to be
close coordination with affected public and private landowners, government agencies, and other
groups aund individuals. The essence of the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SB1086)
process is communication and coordination from a wide variety of interests along the river.

This proposal has been presented to both the Advisory Council and its’ Riparian Habirat
Committee, and the Council has anthorized me to forward its® actions on this proposal.
Thank vou for your consideration.

Very tnily your,

Denny Bubgarz, Chai
Sacramento River Conservation Area Advisory Council

cer Sacramento River Partners



Richard Thieriot

Mr. Steve Ritchie May 12, 2000
Acting Executive Director

CALFED Bay-Delta Program

1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1135

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Ritchie,

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposal submitted by Sacramento River
Partners to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program. The proposal requests funding to restore 8,500 linear
feet of shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) and 400 acres of riparian habitat on the Liano Seco Unit of the
Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge.

My grandfather purchased the Llano Seco Ranch back in 1861 and our family farmed this land
up until 1991 when we sold this portion of the ranch to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service. At the time
of the sale, our intent was to see this flood-prone farmiand returned back to its natural state of
riparian forest. Sacramento River Partners’ proposal will reforest this parcel, in its entirety, within
a three-year time frame.

As landowners and farmers, we welcome the opportunity to work cooperatively with both
Sacramento River Partners and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service in this riparian reforestation project.
Currently, we are reforesting some of our own flood-prone land on adjacent fields and are very
interested in directing our own restoration efforts to link up with the proposed project. This would
extend the connectivity of the riparian corridor inland from the river to existing habitat along Angel
Slough.

Sacramento River Partners’ Llano Seco restoration pfoject will demonstrate that agricultural
and environmental objectives and interests are not mutually exclusive. The proposed project makes

sense from a biological, agricultural, economic and flood damage reduction perspective.

I urge you to support this proposal.
erely,

O o

Richard Thieriot
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May 15, 2000

Mr. Steve Ritchie

Acting Executive Dlrector e
CALFED Bay-Delta Progrant . .-
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155~
Sacramenta, CA 95814 o

Dear Mr.. Ritchie: f‘

Please add my pame. to the: 11 mmg landowners a.nd farmers who strongly support
the proposal submitted by Sactamento River Parters to the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program. The proposal requests fi to restore 8,300 linear feet of shaded riverine
aquatic (SRA) and 400 atres € habﬁax on the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento
River National Wﬂdhfe Refuga :

I farm walnuts and almond

s ‘on Jarg th .;,Séﬁthcast of the proposed restoration. site and I
believe this prolect wﬂl nc:t. ver‘ ' :

‘ca: my farming operation.

écey restqranon project will demonstrate that
‘and:initerests are not mutually exclusive. The
logical, agricultural, economic and flood damage

Sacramento River Partner 5 Ilam S
agncultural and environmen
proposed project makes sensefrom &
reduction’ perspectfve ‘ '

I urge you to suppoxt.ﬂns-p‘
Smcerely, - | j-,

Harbans Pamma



Butte
Environmental
Council

Office
116 W. Second Street
Suite 3
Chice, CA 95928
530/891-6424
530/891-6426 Fax
www.becnet.org

Activities and Events
Environmental Education
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Environmertal Advocacy
Endangered Species Faire
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Board of Directors
Norz Bumham
Walter ook
Billie Kanter
J Lacefield
Susan Mason
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Christy Strauch

Exacutive Director

Barbara Viamis

Events Coordinator
Keith ¥cKinley

May 5, 2000

Mr. Steve Richie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth St., Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Richie,

Butte Environmental Council, an 800-member environmental
organization in Butte County, California, strongly supports the
proposal submitted by Sacramento River Partners to the CALFED
Bay-Delta Program for the restoration of riparian habitat at the Llano
Seco Unit of the Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge.

As a local organization, Sacramento River Partners is particularly well-
qualified to carry out this restoration work since they have already
developed good working relationships with local landowners,
government agencies, businesses and the environmental community.

This project has the potential to be the model for large-scale riparian
restoration in California and makes sense both for biological and
economic reasons. We urge you to support this proposal.

Sincerely,

R Vs

Barbara Vlamis
Executive Director



California State University, Chico %
Chico, California 95929-0515 =
Biological Sciences

530-898-3356

10 May 2000

Re: CALFED proposal by Sacramento River Partners: Integrating Riparian
Restoration and Floodplain Management at Llano Seco Rancho, Butte County,
Californma.

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is in support of the Sacramento River Partners’ CALFED proposal to
restore 400 acres of riparian communities at the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento
River National Wildlife Refuge. In my ten years of experience studying and restoring
Central Valley riparian systems, this proposal will be the first to implement a
balanced planting design that designates planting location based upon geomosphic
position and attempts to define hydraulic-vegetation interactions.

In 1997, the Army COE funded the development of a hydraulic model for this reach
(Avers Report for RM 174 to RM 194). Under this CALFED proposal the Murray,
Burn, Kienlen Corporation will develop a site-specific model that will predict river
flows under current (pre-project) topographic and vegetation cover conditions.
Subsequent restoration activities will include experimental plantings of different
species ptanted in various configurations. For example, Shaded Riverine Aquatic
(SRA) habitat will be restored by planting riparian tree and shrub species along 2.5
miles of eroding bank. The careful monitoring of survival, growth, and sediment
deposition/erosion in the various locations on the floodplain, combined with results
from the various planting-patterns, should advance our knowledge of hydraulic-
vegetation interactions. These results will be important as starting points for future
more refined experimental plantings that will test the use of riparian vegetation to
stabilize banks and to accumulate sediments that create low levees or otherwise direct
flood-flows in a planned manner. Such results will have system-wide applicability.

Currently this 400 acres is covered by several kinds of non-native plants that appear
to be holding their own despite several floods over the past few years. This shows
that riparian forest regeneration will be a very long, slow process, possibly requiring
many decades to get a foothold. Actively planting this site will be necessary to
restore the wildlife habitats that are so sorely needed here. I am confident that
Sacramento River Partners will implement this project with the high standards that
will be necessary for success.

Since;‘?l/y,ﬂ

F. Thomas Griggs, Ph.D. '
Adjunct Professor

The California State University



Butte College

BUTTE COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 3534 Butte Campus Drive

Croville, CA 959465-8399

10 May 2000

Mr. Steve Ritchie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

The Department of Biological Sciences at Butte College enthusiastically supports the proposal
submitted to your program by Sacramento River Partners. This 3-year restoration project has
great value, both biologically and educationally.

The project would restore a large tract of fallow agricultural land and adjacent riverbank to
biologically significant valley oak woodland and mixed riparian forest. These habitats have
been historically reduced and continually threatened. Any cxpansion of these plant
communities is valuable because of the diverse biological resources they contain. The proposal
is particularly noteworthy because the project site is positioned to reconnect fragments of
existing riparian forest along the Sacramento River, thus creating a large continuous stretch of
critical habitat.

The project is also valuable to us for the educational opportunities it offers. We are already
planning class field trips to the project area to study existing stands of riparian forest and oak
woodland, as well as the restored site. It is a unique setting for examining plant community
structure, successional phenomena and restoration biology. We visualize the possibility of
involving students in aspects of the restoration work as a required assignment, an independent
service learning project and/or a voluntary endeavor. We also may teach and utilize plant and
animal censusing techniques on and near the site. Finally, we are intrigued by the possibility
of using the project area for educational outreach to our campus community.

We believe this project has considerable merit and we encourage you to fund it.
Sincerely,

Department of Biological Sciences Full-time Faculty:

Ay S 5‘%@; Htheroe Jlewme /Z/W/%

Dr. Gary Fugle, Chair Ms. Katherine Newman Mr. Paul Mason
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Mr. Albin Bills osevich



OFFICE OF EDUCATION
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Superintendent of Schools
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May 3, 2000

Mr. Steve Ritchie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

We would like to state our strong support for the proposal submitted by
Sacramento River Partners to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program. This
proposal requests funding for a 3-year project that wounld implement the
restoration of riparian habitat at the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento River
National Wildlife Refuge in Butte County, California. The project will
restore 400 acres of fallow flood-prone agricultural land, including 8,500 feet
of shaded riverine habitat (SRA) and 2,600 feet of armored bank, to mixed
riparian forest and oak woodland.

Glenn County Office of Education supports Sacramento River Partners’
proposal for several reasons. Restoring this site will provide critically
needed habitat for threatened and endangered species such as Chinook
salmon, Valley Elderberry Longhom Beetle, Giant Garter Snake, and
migratory birds. Actively planting native trees on this property will also
provide an excellent “classroom in the field” for local school children.
Sacramento River Partners and Glenn County Office of Education are
working cooperatively on other restoration projects to provide hands-on
educational opportunities in ecology and biology.

Recently, Glenn County Office of Education was awarded a $45,000 Pacific
Gas and Electric Company grant to further develop this program. The
proposed Lilano Seco restoration site, so close to our schools will be a
wonderful asset to our students.

We urge you to support this proposal.
Sincerely,

ni Samples
Superintendent of Schools
Gienn County Office of Education

[ Sonocts

Ann Lambert
Assistant Superintendent, Curriculum and Instruction
Glenn County Office of Education



paddlc often, paddle hard
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May 13, 2000

Mr. Steve Ritchie

Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Ritchie,

I am writing on behaif of the Chico Paddle Heads. We are a local paddling club made up of
kayakers, canoeists, and rafters that share the love for rivers throughout Northern California. We
are aware of Sacramento River Partner's CALFED proposal to restore 400 acres of riparian forest
on the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento National Wildlife Refuge in Butte County, California.
We would like to strongly express our support for this project.

Paddle Heads supports the Sacramento River Partners' proposal for several reasons. The project
will complete a ten mile corridor of riparian forest along the Sacramento River. This restored
property will benefit a variety of wildlife, and will greatly enhance the recreational experience
along this stretch of river. As a local organization, one of our priorities is the conservation of
local rivers. The members of our club voted to support this project by volunteering time and
offering a letter of support.

One of the reasons we support Sacramento River Partners is the fact that it is one of our
community-based organizations. The collaboration between local landowners, businesses,
government agencies, and clubs like ours, ensures local concerns are addressed. We urge you to

support this proposal.

1?0“ for your consideration,
Bz g

Victoria Vine

Paddle Head President
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California Native Plant Societ

Jim Bishop, President
Mount Lassen Chapter

Calif. Native Plant Scc.

10 May 2000
Steve Ritchie, Acting Executive Director

CALFED Bay-Delta Program

1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

The Mount Lassen Chapter of the California Native Plant Society, whase area includes the
proposed project, strongly supports the proposal submitted to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program
by Sacramento River Partners. The request is to fund a 3-year project to restore riparian habitat
at the Llano Seco Unit of the Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge in Butte County. The
project will restore mixed riparian forest and oak woodland to 400 acres, including 1.6 miles of
riverside habitat.

Our Chapter supports the proposal for the important environmental improvements it promises.
The project will connect fragments of existing riparian forest in a continuous riparian corridor
stretching for miles along the river. Over 100,000 native trees will be planted, helping to reverse
the severe loss of riparian vegetation systems suffered along the rivers of the Sacramento valley.
Restoration of the Llano Seco site will help re-establish an important and much-diminished plant
community, in the bargain providing essential habitat for fish, reptiles, insects, and birds.

Sacramento River Partoers is a local, community-based organization with whom we have
worked before. We anticipate opportunities to collaborate on outings to invelve our members in
the restoration work, while they gain opportunities to visit the riparian forest. Sacramento River
Partners are good cooperators, and endeavor to work well with all involved agencies and
organizations. The project is a cost-effective and important contribution to re-establishing a
critical ecosystem. Please support them in the pursuit of their proposal.

Sincerely,

3

™ pedicated to the preservation of California native flova
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